BEFORE THE :
BOARD OF REGISTERED NURSING
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation Against:

SOLEDAD RODRIGUEZ LOPEZ Case No. 2011-549
3100 Kirkwood Road ' N
Corning, CA 96021

Registered Nurse License No. 209795
Public Health Nurse Certificate No. 21280

Respondent

DECISION AND ORDER

The attached Stipulated Surrender of License and Order is hereby adopted by the
Board of Registered Nursing, Department of Consumer Affairs, as its Decision in

this matter.

This Decision shall become effective on May 10, 2011.

IT IS SO ORDERED May 10, 2011.
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Department of Consumer Affairs

State of California -
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3" JUDITH LOACH
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5 San Francisco, CA 94102- -7004
. Telephone: (415) 703-5604
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E-mail: Judith.Loach@doj.ca.gov
7 || Attorneys for Complainant
8 BEFORE THE
~ , BOARD OF REGISTERED NURSING
9 DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
| : STATE OF CALIFORNIA
10 v S '
11 || In the Matter of the Accusation Against: Case No. 2011-549
12 || SOLEDAD RODRIGUEZ LOPEZ |
' 3100 Kirkwood Road o ‘ ‘ : :
13 || Corning, CA 96021 STIPULATED SURRENDER OF
Registered Nurse License No. 209795 LICENSE AND ORDER
14 || Public Health Nurse Certificate No. 21280 - : -
15 | Respondent.
16
17 IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between the parties in this
- 18 || proceeding that the following mattefs are true:
19 | PARTIES
20 1. LouiseR. Balley, M. Ed RN (“Complainant”) is the Executive Ofﬁcer of the Board
21 || of Registered Nursmg. She .brought thls action solely in her official capacuty and is represented in
22 || this matter by Kamala D. Harris, Attorney General of the State of California, by Judith Loach,
23 || Deputy Attorney General. | o |
24 2. Soledad Rodriguez Lopez (“Respondent”) is representing herself in this proceeding
.25 | andhas- chosen not to. exercise her right to be represented by counsel. .
26 3. Onor about July 31, 1970, the Board of Registered Nursmg issued Reglstered Nurse
27 License No. 209795 to Respondent Soledad Rodriguez Lopez. The Registered Nurse License
28 | | B
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was in full force and effect at all times relevant to the charges brought in Accusation No. 2011-

1
2 || 549, and expired on April 30, 2010, -and has not been renewed.
gl 4. OnoraboutJuly-18,1975, the Board.of RegwteredNursmg jssued Public Health-
4 || Nurse Certlﬁcate No 21280 to Respondent Soledad Rodriguez Lopez. The Public Health Nurse |
5 Certlﬁcate was in full force and effect at all times relevant to the charges brought in Accusation
6 || No. 2011 -549 and expired on April 30, 201 0, and has not been renewed.
7 | _ - JURISDICTION
8 _ 5 Accusatlon No. 2011- 549 was ﬁled before the Board of Reglstered Nurs1ng
9 || (“Board”), Department of Consumer Affairs, and is currently pending agamst Respondent The
10 Accusatlon and all other statutorily requlred documents were properly served on Respondent on
"11 || December 16, 201 07 Respondent tlmely filed her Notice of Defense contestlng the Accusation.
12 || A copyof Accusation No. 2011-549 is attached as Exhibit A and incorporated by reference.
13 o ADVISEMENT AND WAIVERS |
14 6. Respondent has carefully read, and understands the‘charges and allegations in
15.]|" Accusation No. 2011-549. Respondent also has carefully read, and understands the effects of this |
16 || Stipulated Surrender of License and Order. - |
1"7 7. Respondent is fully aware of her legal ri ghts: in this matter, including the right to a
18. ‘hearing on the charges and allegations in the Accusation; the right to be represented by counsel, at
'1-9 | her-own expense; the right to confront andv cross-e)ramine the witnesses against her; the right' to
20 || present evidenee- and to tes’tify,on her own behalf;_the'r_i-ght to the .issu.ance of subpoenas to |
21 || compel the attendance of witnesses and theproduetion of documents; the right to reconsideration
22 and courtreView of an adverse decision; and all other i éhts accorded by the California
23 || Administrative Procedure Act and other applicable laws. | |
24 | 8. . Respondent voluntanly, knowingly, and 1ntelhgently walves and gives up each and
25 || every right set forth above . e )
26 || /1
27 |\ /11
28 || /1
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CULPABILITY

9. Respondent understands and agrees that the charges and allegations in Accusation

»
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- Nurse chense and Public Health Nurse Certiﬁcate .

~ Y W

Respondent understands and agrees that she may not withdraw her agreement or seek to rescmd

No: 2011 549-if- prcven -at-a- hearrng, constitute-cause for 1mposmg d1s01p11ne ;upon-her Registered

10. For the purpose of resolvmg the Accusation without the expense and uncertainty of
further proceedings, Res‘pondent agrees that at a.hearing, the Board could establish a factual basis
for the charges in the pending Accusatlon and that Respondent hereby gives up her ri ght to
contest those charges .

11. Respondent understands that by signing th_is stipulation she enabi_es the Board to issue |
an order accepting the surrender of her Registered Nurse License i;vithout further process. |

12. Respondent understands that by signing this stipulation she enables the Board to issue |
an order accepting the surrender of her Public Health Nurse Certiﬁcate without ﬁlrther process.

CONTINGENCY

' ..13/. This stipulation shall be subject to approval by, the Board of Registered Nursmg
Respondent understands and agrees that counsel for Complainant and the staff of the Board of
Registered Nursing may communicate directly with the Board regarding this stipulation and

surrender, w1thout notice to or participation by Respondent By signing the stipulatlon

the st1pulat10n prior to the time the Board con51ders and acts upon it. If the Board fails to adopt
thls stipulatlon as its Decision and Order, the Stipulated Surrender and D1scip11nary Order shall be|
of no force or effect, except for this paragraph it shall be inadmissible in any legal action
between the parties, and the Board shall not be disqualified from further action by having

considered this matter.

14. The parties understand and agree that facs1m11e copies of this Stipulated Surrender of

| License and Order, 1nc1ud1ng fac31mile signatures thereto, shall have the same force and effectas |

the originals. ‘ _
15.  This Stipulated Surrender of License and Order is intended by the parties to be an

integrated writing representing the complete, final; and exclusive embodiment of their agreement.
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It supersedes any and all prior or contemporaneous agreements, understandings discussions,

s

negotiatrons and commltments (written or oral). This Stipulated Surrender of Llcense and Order
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uay not-be- altered—amended—modrﬁed—supplemented—or otherwise- changed except by-a- wrltlng~ '

-executed by an authorized representative of each of the partres

© 00 1 O

16. In consideration of the foregoing admissions and stlpul_ations, the parties agree that

the Board may, without further notice or formal proceeding, issue and enter the following Order: »
ORDER |

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Regrstered Nurse L1cense No. 209795 and Public Health
Nurse Certiﬁcate No. 21280 issued to- Respondent Soledad Rodriguez Lopez, are surrendered and
accepted by the Board of Reglstered Nursing.

1. The surrender of Respondent’s Registered Nurse License and Public Health Nurse
Certificate and the acceptance of the surrendered license and cert1ﬁcate by the Board shall
constitute the imposition of d1sc1pl1ne agamst Respondent This stipulation const1tutes arecord of -
the d1sc1p11ne and shall become a part of Respondent’s license .hlstoryw1th the Board.
| 2. Respondent shall lose all rights and pn'vileges as a Registered Nurse and Public .
Health Nurse in California as of the effective'date of'the Board’s Decision and Order.

3. Respondent shall cause to be delivered to the Board her pocket license(s) and
certificate, and, if issued her wall certificates On or before the effective date of the Decision and
Order. | o | )

4, If Respondent ever ﬁles an application for licensure or a petition for reinstatement in
the State of California, the Board shall treat it asa petition for remstatement Respondent must
comply w1th all the laws, regulations and procedures_for re1nstatement ofa »revoked licensein
effect at the time the petition is filed, and all of the charges and allegations contained in

Accusation No. 2011-549 shall be deemed to be true correct and admitted by Respondent when

26

27

28

' the Board determines whether to grant or deny the petition.

5.  Upon reinstatement of the license and public health certificate, Respondent shall pay
to the Board costs associated with its investigation and enforcement pursuant to Business and

Professions Code section 125.3 in the amount of Nine Thousand Four Hundred and Fifity Five -
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'Dollars and F1fty Cents ($9 455 50). Respondent shall be perrmtted to pay these costs in a

2 payment plan approved by the Board
3 6. If Kespondent should ‘ev"e"r““ap"ply or reapply for anew l1cense c‘ert1ﬁcat10n or” :
-4 |- petition for reinstatement of a -1-1cense-.by any other health care,l.lcensin.g..agency in the State of.-, |-
5 Cahforma all of the charges and allegatrons contained in Accusation, No. 2011-549 shall be
6 || deemed to be true, correct, and admltted by Respondent for the purpose of any Statement of
7 || Issues or any other proceedlng seeking to deny or restnct hcensure
8 7.  Respondent shall not apply for hcensure or petition for reinstatement for two (2)
9 || years from the effectlve date of the Board of Reglstered Nursing’s Decision and Order.
10 ACCEPTANCE
11 - Thave Carefully read the St1pu1ated Surrender of chense and Order I understaiid the o
12 stlpulatlon and the effect it will have on my Registered Nurse Llcense and Pubhc Health Nurse
13 || Certificate. I enter rnto this Strpulated Surrender of chense and Order voluntanly, knowmgly,
14 || and 1nte111 gently, and agree to be bound by the Decision and Order of the Board of Regrstered
15 Nurs1ng '
16 || DATED: ,:?/ ///»/,Ja// ; ) '
4 . SOLEDAD RODRIGUE
1_7 Respondent
19 | ENDORSEMENT | |
20 The foregoing Stipulated Surrender of License and Order is hereby respectfully submitted
o1 for consideration by the Board of Registered Nursing of the Department of Consumer 'Affairs.
25 || DATED: ,(,,ﬁ—@ e id 2011 Respectfully submitted, -
/ L B .
23 KAMALA D. HARRIS
, Attorney General of California
24 FRANK H. PACOE
’ Supervising Deputy Attorney General
.25 I
béwﬂ# W
26 - , o
Foo - " : UDITH LO
27 : : : ' Deputy Attorney General
’g Attorneys for Complainant
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Exhibit A

ACCUS ation No. 20 11-549 T 7 T




EDMUND G. BROWN JR.’
Attorney General of California

2 i| FRANK H. PACOE.
|| Supervising Deputy Attorney General
3~{{-JUDITHJ-0ACH:
' Deputy Attorney General
4 || State Bar No. 162030 o .
455 Golden Gate Avenue, Suite 11000 -
5 San Francisco, CA 94102-7004
_Telephone: (415) 703-5604
6 Facsimile: (415) 703-5480
E-mail: Judith.Loach@doj.ca.gov
7 || Attorneys for Complainant
8 |  BEFORE THE
: BOARD OF REGISTERED NURSING
9 DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
- STATE OF CALIFORNIA
- 10
11 || Tn the Matter of the Accusation Against: | CaseNo. D0l 9
12 || SOLEDAD RODRIGUEZ LOPEZ '
) 3100 Kirkwood Road ' -
13 || Corning, CA 96021 . ACCUSATION
.14 | |
Reglstered Nurse License No. 209795
15 || Public Health Nurse Certlflcate No. 21280
16 Respondent
17
18 - Complainant alleges:
19 | PARTIES
20 1. Louise R. Bailey, M.Ed., RN (“Complainant”) brings this Accusation soiely inher
21 || official capacity as the Executive Officer of the Board of Registered Nursing, Department of
22 || Consumer Affaxrs
23 2. Onorabout July 31, 1970, the Board of Registered Nursing issued Registered Nurse
24 || License Number:209795 to Soledad Rodriguez Lopez (“Respondent™). The Registered Nurse
25 il License and exmredﬁon April 30, 2010 and has not been renewed. o -
26 3. Onor about July 18, 1975, the Board of Registered Nursing issued Pubhc Health
27 || Nurse Certificate Number 21280 to Respondent. The Public Health Nurse Cerﬁﬁcate was in fuli
. _ 4 . :
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force and effect at all times relevant to the charges brought herein and expired on April 30,2010,

and has not been renewed.

TURIST)T(‘TIONAL STATUTES '
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A 4,. This Accusatlon is brought before the Board of Registei ed Nursmg (“Board”)
Department of ,Cons‘umer Affairs, under the authority of the following laws. All section
references are to the Business and ‘Prof'essions Code unless otherwise indicated.

5. Section 2750 of the Code provides in relevant part that:
‘iEvery certificate holder or licensee, including licensees . . . holding license placed in an
inactive status, may be disciplined as provided in this Article.”
- 6. Section 2764 of the Code prov1des in relevant part that:

“The lapsmg or suspensron ofa license by operation of law or by order or decision of the

'[B]oard or a court of law . shall not depnve the [B]oard of Jurisdictlon to proceed with any

1nvest1gation or action or disciphnary proceedmg agamst such hcense or to render a decision

suspending or revoking such license,”

_ - DISCIPLINARY STATiJTES AND REGULATIONS
7.A - Section 2761 of the Code states:

| "‘The board may take disciplinary action against a certified or licensed nurse or deny an

'apphcatlon for a certificate or license for any of the followmg

"(a) Unprofessmnal conduct, which includes, but is not 11m1ted to, the followmg

"D Incompetence, or gross negligence in carrying out usual certified or licensed _nursing -

functions.”

8.  California Code of Regulations, title 16, section 1442, stateS'
‘ "As used i in Section 2761 of the code, ' gross negligence' includes an extreme departure from

the standard of care which, under similar 01rcumstances would have ordinarily been exercised by '

a competent registered nurse. Such an extreme departure means the repeated failure to provide

nursing care as required or failure to provide care or to exercise ordinary precaution in a single

Accusation




situation which the nurse knew, or should have known, could have jeopardized the client's health

or life."
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9. California Code of Regulations, title 16, section 1443, states: -

| "As used in Sectlon 2761 of the code 1noompetence means the laok of possessron of or the
failure to exercise that degree of learmng, sk111 care and experlence ordinarily possessed and
exercised by a competent regrstered nu1se) as described in Section 1443.5."
10. California Code of Regulations, title 16, section 1443.5 states:
"A registered nurse shall be considered to be oorrlpetent when he/she consistently

demonstrates the ability to transfer scientific knowledge from social, biological and physical

sciences in applying the nursing process, as follows:

" "(3) Performs skills essential to the hind of nursing action to be taker, explains the health
treatment to the client and family and tea__ches the client and family how to care for the client's

health needs.

"(5) Evaluates the effectiveness of the care plan through observation of the client's physioal :

condition and.behavior, signs and symptoms of illness, and reactions to treatment and through

| communication with the client and health tearn members, and modifies the plan as needed.

"(6) Aots as the client's advociate, as circumstances reciuire, by initiating action to improve
health care or to change decisions or activities Which are egainst the interests or wishes of the
client, and by giving the client the opportunity to make informed decisions about health care
before it is provided." | ‘ .

11. Section 2725.1 of the Code ‘~states that [n]otwithstanding any other provision of la\itf, '

a registered nurse may dispense drugs or devices upon an order by a licensed physician and

surgeon .

26
27
28

12.  Section 2726 of the Code states that “[e]xcept as otherwise provrded herein, this

chapter [the Nursing Practice Act] confers no author1ty to practrce medicine or surgery.”

~ Accusation




COST RECOVERY

" 13, Section 125.3 of the Code provides, in pertinent part, that the Board \\may request the

O o0 NN O
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 the licensing act 'to'__p’_ayj’a sum not to exceed the reasonable costs of the investigation and

‘related to chronic renal failure. It is administered subcutaneously once a week every one to three

“Clinic at the Alameda Céunty Medical Center (“ACMC?).

- the Aranesp Anemia Management Orders form which set forth the parameters for administering

administrative law judge to direct a licentiate found to have committed a violation or violations of

enforcement of the case.

MEDICATIONS

14. Epogen Alfa, is known by the brand names “Epogen “or “Procrit.” It is a medication
used to treat anemia related to chronic renal (iddney) faiiure by causing the bone marrow to
produce more red blood cells, thus decreasing the need for blood transfusions. Procrit is
administered subcutaneously and injected one to three ﬁines aweek. This medication increases
the risk of blood clots and requireé that a patient’s hemoglobin levels be monitored to ensure
proper dosage. |

15. Défbepoeﬁn Aifa known by' the brand name “Aranesp,” is also used to tréat anemia |

weeks, ve_fsus one to th_reé times a Wee_k as for Procrit. Based on laboratory results, the amount of
Arahesp prescribed can be inéreased or decreased by 25 % of the pfevious dose, not more than -
once émonth. Aé with Procrit, Aranesp increases fhe_ risk of blood clots with serious side effects
including heart attack, stroke, heart failure and/or death. |

- STATEMENT OF FACTS

14. At all relevant times, Respondent was employed as a registered nurse in the Renal

15. Prior to March 2006, Procrit was used in the Renal Clinic. Adjuétmehts in the

dosage and/or frequenéy of Procrit as administered by registered nurses were based on written

pr’otdcols.

16.__ After March 2006, the Renal Clinic switched to Aranesp. Respondent was directed to|

obtain orders for all patients who had been receiving Procrit, and to have their physicians initiate

Accusation




this medication. There was no written protocol for registered nurses to adjust the dose and/or

frequeney of administering Aranesp to clinic patients, as there had been with Procrit.
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"I?Q' In May. 2006,_Respondent adv1sed her. superv1301 that | the Renal Clinic physicians

‘were using the Aranesp Anemia Management O1 ders form and that adj ustments 1n the dose

and/or frequency of administering Aranesp were done pursuant to physician orders. Howe_ver,_ as |-
set forth below, said representations were not true.

18. Patient 1:

a..On May 18,2006, Patient 1’ physician wrote an order for Aranesp 25 micrograms

| (“mcg”) to be glven every week, which was admmlstered on this date by Respondent.

b Six day later on May 24, 2006, Respondent again admlmstered 25 meg of Aranesp
to Patient 1. '

c. On June 22, 2006, Patlent ’s phy51c1an ordered that the Aranesp be increased to
40 n1cg eaeh week, which was administered on this date by Respondent. Six days later on J une
28, 2006, Respondent again administered'40 meg of Aranesp to Patient 1.

d. On August 22,2006, without a phys1c1an s order Respondent admlmstered 100
mcg of Aranesp to Patient 1. '

“e. The Aranesp Anemia Management Orders for Pat1ent 1 was not signed by a
physician until August 24, 2006, and failed to set forth any orders for the administration of
Atanesp. | ' | | H

- 19. Patient 2:

a. On April 7, 2006, Respondent administered 25 meg of Aranesp to Patient 2

without a physician’s order. o
b, It was not until April 10, 20_06, that Patient 2’s physician wrote orders for Aranesp
25 mcg every week. On this date, Respondent administered 25 meg of Aranesp to Patient 2,

although Aranesp had been administered three days before.

c. On April 24, 2006, without a physician’s order Respondent w1thheld administering

=N

Patient 2’s weekly dose of Aranesp.
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d. On April 27, 2006, Respondent administered 25 meg of Aranesp to Patient 2. Six

days later, Respondent again administered 25 meg of Aranesp to Patient 2.

-

O 00 ~Y O W
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, Panent 2’s weekly dose of Alanesp

Patient 2’s weekly dose of Aranesp

‘Aranesn to Patlent 3,

f On June 19, 2006, without a physician’s order Respondent w1thheld adm1n1ster1ng

g. The Aranesp Anemla Management Orders for Patient 2 were not 51gned by a

physician until August 24, 2006, and failed to set forth any orders for the administration of

Aranesp.
20. Patlent 3
o On March 14 2006, Patient 3’s physician wrote an order for Aranesp 40 mcg
every week. ‘ » _
| b. On March 23 ,. 2006, Respondent administered 40 mcg of Aranesp to Patient 3. o
Four days later on Marcn 27,2006, Respondent again adnﬁnistefed 40 meg_of Aranesp to Patient
3.

c. On April 17,2006, without a physician’s order Respondent withheld administering |

40 mcg to Pat1ent 3.

d. On June 1, 2006, Respondent admmlstered 40 mcg of Aranesp to Patient 3. Four
days later on June 5, 2006, Respondent again administered 40 meg of Aranesp to Patient 3.

e. On June 19, 2006,‘.Without a physician’s order VRespondent adrninistered 60 meg of
Aranesp to Patlent 3, . |

£, On June 26, 2006, without a physician’s order Respondent administered 60 mcg of
Aranesp to Patient 3

g. On July 10, 2006 Wlthout aphys1c1an s order Respondent admlmstered 60 ‘mcg of

26
27

28"

—e—On-May- 23—2006 w1thout a physman_s order. Respondent withheld administering | ~

h. On July 17, 2006, w1thout a phys1c1an S order Respondent withheld admlmstermg

Aranesp to Patient 3.

. Accusation



, i. The Aranesp Anemia Management Orders for Patient 3 were not signed by a

pnysieian until August 24, 2006, and failed to set forth any orders for the administration of

—Aranesp

" to Patient 5.

21, Patient 4

a. On August 3, 2006, Patient 4’s physician wrote an order for Aranesp 100 meg
every week. Respondent on this date administered 85 mog of Aranesp to Patient 4.

b. The Aranesp Anemia Management Orders for Patient 4 were not signed by a
physician until August 24, 2006, and'failed to set forth any ordere for the administration of -
Aranesp. | |

22 Patlent 5: _
a. On May 18, 2006, Patient 5°s physician wrote an order for Aranesp 40 meg every

two weeks. Respondent on th1s date administered 40 meg of Aranesp to Patient 5.

~ b. On May 22, 2006, four days later Respondent again administered Aranesp 40 meg

_c.. On May 30, 2006, eight days later, Respondent again administered Aranesp 40
meg to Patient 5. | | o |
' d. Six days later on June 5, 2006, Respondent again administered Aranesp 40 meg to
Patient 5. | | '

. Seven days later on June 12, 2006, Respondent again administered Arane'sp 40

mcg to Patient 5.

f. On July 20, 2005, Patient 5°s physician wrote an order for Aranesp 60 meg every

week. Respondent administered tne medication as ordered Five days later, on July 25, 2006,

' Respondent again adm1n1stered Aranesp 60 meg to Patient 5.

g. Six days later, on J uly 31,2006, Respondent again admmlstered Aranesp 60 mog
to Patient 5.

h. The Aranesp Anemia Management Orders for Patient 5 were not signed by a

' physi_cian until August 24, 2006, and failed to set forth any orders for the administration of

Aranesp.
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a. On March 23, 2006, Respondent adrmmstered 25 mog of Aranesp to Patient 6,

b On March 24, 2006 Respondent wrote that Pa‘uent 6 s physrcran had orde1 ed that

the Aranesp dose be decreased to every other week. Respondent failed to include the dose and/or

¢. On June 27, 2006, Respondent admlmsteled 40 mcg to Patlent 6, without an order

d. The Aranesp Anemia Management Orders for Patient 6 were not signed by a

a. On March 16, 2006, Patient 7’s physician wrote an order for Aranesp 25 meg

b. On June 22, 2006, Respondent administéred 40 meg of Aranesp to Patient 7,

a. On June 22, 2006, Respondent administered Aranes_p 60 meg to Patient 8, without
b. On June 2’/, 2006, Respondent adrninistered Aranesp 60 rncg to Patient 8, without
c. On August 17, 2006, Patient 8’s physician wrote ‘an order ‘for Aranesp 2t)0 meg

d. Fodr days 1ater. on August 21, ZOOo, without aphysician’s order Respondent .

e. Three days 1ater on August 24,2006, without & physwran S order Respondent

f Four days later on August 28, 2006 without a physrcran s order Respondent again

1 23. Patlent 6:
2
3-||_without an order from a physician N
5
6| equency of Ar anesp to be given as ordered by Patient 6’s physrcran
7
8 || from aphysrolan. :
. .
. 10 || physician.
11 24. Patient7:
12
13 || every Qeek.
14
| 15 || without a physician order.
| _.16 25. Patient 8:
17
18 || aphysician order.
19
20 || & physician order.
21
22 || every week.
23
24 admrmstered 100 meg of Aranesp to Patient 8.
25
26 || again adm1mstered 100 mcg of Aranesp to Patient 8.
27
28 i| administered Aranesp 100 mcg to Pat1ent 8.
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g. The Aranesp Anemia Management Orders for Patient 8 were not signed by a
2 physnnan until August 24, 2006 |
3 76, Patient. 9:
4 a On May 25, 2006 Pauent 9 s phy31o1an w1ote an order for 40 meg of A1 anesp
5 || every Week ' B
' 6 b. On June 12, 2006, w1thout a phy51o1an order Respondent admmlstered 60 mcg of |
7 || Ar anesp to Patient 9. ‘
8 ¢. On June 23, 2006, without a physician’s order Respondent withheld administering .
9 | Aranesp to Patient 9 | |
10 | d. The Aranesp Anemia Management Orders for Patient 9 were not 31gned by a
11| physician. ‘ '
12 i 27. Patient 10:
13 | a. O‘n June 1, 2006, ?atient 10’s 'p'nysioian wrote. an order for 40 meg of Aranesp ‘
14 every month - , ' |
15 | b On July 3, 2006, Respondent adm1n1stered 25 meg of Aranesp to Patient 10.
16 c. On July 20, 2006, Patient 10°s physician wrote an order to restart the Aranesp. -
17 || The dosage of Aranesp was not noted in the ordet nor did the physician’s order include the
18 || frequency that Aranesp was to be given. Respondent, without a complete 'pnysician’s -order,
19 || adm1n1stered 25 megto Patlent 10 on July 20, 2006. | ‘
20 d. On July 27, 2006, Respondent without a complete physician order admmlstered 25
21 .mcg fo Patient 10. - ‘ ' '
22 e. On August 3,2006, Respondent Withont a conlplete physician order administered
23 25 mcg to Patient 10.
24 f. On August 14, 2006, Respondent w1thout a complete physician order admmlstered
25 25 meg to Patlent 10.
- 26 28. Patient 11:
27 a.. On March'16, 2006, Patient 11°s physician wrote an order for 25 mcg of Aranesp
28 || every week. .- - ' | |
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w

b. On March 24, 2006, without a physician’s order Respondent withheld
administering Aranesp to Patient 11, ‘ |

__¢—On-April 4,2006, without a physician’s. order Respondent w1thhe1d admlmstenng_ ’

i~

O .~ O\ W

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
".19
20
21

22

23
24

25

} Aranesp to Patient 11 for three weeks. -

‘Aranesp to Patient 11.

Aranesp to Patlent 11.

' Aranesp to Patlent 11. She 1nstructed Patient 11 to return to the Renal Clinic in two weeks,

d. On April 28, 2006 Respondent adm1n1stered 25 meg of Aranesp and 1nstructed
Patient 11 to return to the Renal Clinic in two weeks, despite the March 16 order for Aranesp to

be administered every week.

e. On June 12, 2006, without a physician order Respondent administered 40 meg of |

f On June 19, 2006 without a physm1an order Respondent admlnlstered 40 mcg of -

Aranesp to Patient 11.

g. On June 26 2006, w1thout a phy51c1an order Respondent administered 40 mcg of

" h On July 3, 2006 w1thout a physician order Respondent adrmmstered 40 meg of
Aranesp to Patlent 11.

. On July 10 2006, without a phys1c1an order Respondent withheld adm1mster1ng
Aranesp to Patient 11 for two weeks.
j. On July 24, 2006, without a physician order, Respondent administered 40 mcg of
Aranesp to Patient 11. She instructed Patient 11 to.return to the Renal Clinic in two weeks, '
despite the March 1 6, 2006, order for Aranesp to be administered every Week |

k. On August 7, 2006, without a phys1c1an order Respondent adrmmstered 40 meg of

despite the March 16, 2006, order for Aranesp to be administered every week. '
1. On August 21, 2006, without a physician order Respondent W1thhe1d adm1mster1ng

Aranesp to Patient 11. In progress notes, without a physician order, Respondent noted that the

26
27
28

Aranesp to be administered to Patient 11 was to be held for three weeks.
m. The Aranesp Anemia Management Orders for Patient 11 were not 31gned by a

physician until August 24, 2006. -
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29, Patient 12;

1 ,
2 a. On May 11, 2006, Patient 12’s physician wrote an order for Aranesp 60 meg to be
3-{|-a dnfi.i.niStered_Weddy ‘ |
4 b, On July 14, 2006, withot a physician’s order Respondent administered 100meg |
5 ofAranesp to Patient 12. ' R
6 ‘¢. On July 28, 2006, without a physician’s order Respondent administered 100 mcg
| 7 |l of Aranesp to Patient 12. ‘
8 d. On August 11, 2006, without a physmran s order Respondent administered 100
- 9 || megof Aranesp to Patient 12. _
10 “e. On August 18, 2006, without a physician’s order Respondent admlnlstered 100
11 || megof Aranesp to Patient 12. ’
12 f. On August 25, 2006, without a physician’s. order Respondent withheld
>13 ‘administering Aranesp to Patient 12. ‘
14 g. The Aranesp Anemia Management Orders: for Patrent 12 were not srgned by a
15 pnysician until August 24, 2006. L | , .
16 | | FIRST CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
17 (Gross Neghgence/ Incompetence Admmlstermg Medication Wlthout a Physician Order)
18 30. Respondent is subject to disciplinary actron for gross negligence and/or incompetence
19 under Code section 27 61, subdivision (a)(l), in that without physician orders she gave and/or
| 20 || adj usted the amount of Aranesp administered to patients in the Renal Clinic at ACMC. | The
21 || circumstances giving rise to this cause for drscipltne are as set forth above in: Paragraph 18,
22 || subdivision (d), Paragraph 1 9 subdivision (a), Paragraph 20, subdivisions (e), (f) and (g),
23 || Paragraph 21, subdivision (a), Paragraph 23, subdivisions (a) and (c), Paragraph 24, subdivision
24 |l (b), Paragraph 25, subdivision (a), (b) and (d) through (f), Paragraph 26, subdivision (b),
o 25 "Paragraph 27, subdivisions (b) through (f), Paragraph 28, subdivisions (d) through (h) and ()
| 26 through (1), and Paragraph 29, subdivisions (b) through (f). | | |
27 \| 1 |
28 || 1/
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SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Gross Negligence/Incompetence — Administration of Medication More Frequently than Ordered)

‘under Code section 2761, suhdi\)ision (@)(L), in thai she administered ‘Aranesp to Renai .Clinic ,' 1

31 ReSpo'nderitL'1sL’é’ubjﬁeei.iordis’diplinar_y_aciiori‘fQi'_'giiQsS_'n_'egl_i gence and/or incompetence

patients more fr equenﬂy than as piesoribed by physician orders. The cncumstances giving rise to
this cause for dismphne are set forth above i in: Pai agraph 18, subdivisions (b) and (c), Paragraph
19, subd1v131ons (b) and (d), Paragraph 20, subd1v1s1ons (b) and (d), Paragraph 22, subdivisions
(b) through (2), and Paragiaph 25, subdmsmns (e) thiough ®.

THIRD CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

" (Gross Negiigenee/Incompetence - Withholding Administration of MedicatiOn as Ordered) |
32. Respondent is subject to disciplinary action for gross negligence and/or incornpetence
under Code section 2761 subdivision (a)(1), in that she withheld admmistratlon of Aranesp to
Renal Chmc patients without phys1c1an orders The circumstances g1v1ng rise to this cause for
discipline are set forth above in: Paragraph 19, subd1v1s1ons (c), (e) and ®, Paragraph 20
subdivisions (c) and (h) Paragraph 26, subd1v181on (b), and Paragraph 28, subd1v131ons (b), (c)
and (i) and Paragraph 29 stibdivision (£).
FOURTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Unprofessmnal Conduct Unintelligible Chart Entries Regarding Medication Orders)

33. Respondent is subj ect to d1sc:1phnary action for unprofessional conduet under Code
section 2761, subdivision (a), 1_n.that she made umntelhgible entrles of physician orders for
Aranesp that failed to include the dosage and/or frequency for administration of this medication |
to Renal Clinic patients. The circumstarices in support of this cauée for.discipline are set forth
above 1n Paragraph 23, subdivision (b) and Parag_raph 27, sabdivision (e).

FIFTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Unprofessional Conduct — Dishonesty Regarding Initiation of

Aranesp Anemia Management Orders)
34. .Respondent is subject to disciplinary action for unprofessional conduct under Code
section 2761, subdivision (a), in that she was dishonest when she.informed her.supervisor that
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1 physio‘ians had initiated and were using the Aranesp Anemia Management Order form for Renal
2 || Clinic patients. The circumétances giving rise to this cause for diécipline are set forth above in:
3|} Palagraph_l 8,_subd1v1s1on (&), Par agraph__1_9_ subd1v151on (8), Paragraph 20, subd1vrslon @),
4 Paragraph 21, subd1v1s1on (b) Paragraph 22 subd1v1sron (h) Paragraph 23 subd1v151on (d)
5. || Paragraph 25, subdrvrslon (g), Paragraph 26, subdivision (d), Paragraph 28, subdivision (m) and
6 || Paragraph 29, subdivision (g). ‘
7 PRAYER
8 | ~ WHEREFORE, Complainant requests that a hearing be held on the rnatter-s herein alleged, -
9 || and that following the hearing, the Board of Registered‘Nursing issue a deciaion: |
10 1 Revoking or suspénding Registered Nurse License Number 209795, issued to
11 Soledad Rodrrguez Lopez. -
12 2. Revoking or suspendlng Public Health Nurse Certlﬁcate Number 21280, issued to
: " 13 Soledad Rodnguez Lopez ' o
14 || 3. Ordering Soledad Rodrlguez Lopez to pay the Board of Registered Nursing the
15 || reasonable costs of the investigation and enforcement of this case, pursuant to Busmess and
16 Profess1ons Code section 125.3.
17 4, Takmg such other and further actlon as deemed necessary and proper.
18 . . ' . . : :
DATED: /52/ e 74)’?&@%%{@/@@@
19 o et LOUISE R. BAILEY, M.ED,
Executive Officer
- 20 ‘Board of Registered Nursing
, ‘Department of Consumer Affairs
21 State of California
Complainant’
22 : ,
23 || SF2010202241
accusation.rtf
24
25 o . _ _
26
27
28
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